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Enclosed is a general descrLptLon of the Central

Uteh Waten Conparryr and an outllne of the proposed stuff.

I would very nueh appreciate ary suggestlons from

you or your staff.

Iours very tnr\y'
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DISCRIPTION OF CENTML UTAH WATER COMPANT

The Central Ut,ah Wator Company was organized at a tirne when the rvater

supply of the .Sevi-er River ms large with mueh water going to r.raste. ihe
appropriations of water made prior to this tlme far exeeed what has beeome

rrnormalrr sinee the twenti-es, eonsequently the Central Utah h'ater is essentially
a high water right. The original filings were for 2Jo,00O aere feet of nater

to be applied to the described 345.0OO acres.

4f negotiation and ccnstruction cf +-ha enlargement they became a part

of the storage rights of Sevier Bridge Reservoir.

The rights of the Central Utah Water Conpany are no$r as followsz 5fi of
the first 104,000 aere feet. 57fi of all over 1O4,0OO acre foet. When the

capacity of Seuier Bridge is reached the Central Utah Water Conpary has the

right to use or: store in Fool Creek Reservoir a pereent of the flow W Sevler

Bridge Reservoir equal to their ownorship in the nhole. fn addition they

have the storage rights for aIl in exeess of 9300 acre feet of r.nter rnade

bolow Sevien Bridge Reservoir during the non-irrigation season. They also

purchasod direct flow rights of a raaxirmrrn 18.7 c.f.s. of rrAt primary, 3.3 c.f.s.
rrAArr uater, 1000 acre feet frorn }lohlen Sprlngs, and up to 3rO0O acre foet from

the exehange users for storage rights in Sevler Bridge Reservoir. In the

hJ-gh nater years lt appears that the development reached the point whero

approxLnately 4J,000 acres were inigated. Thls acreage shrinks to somewhat

less than 101000 acres in the drxr years. The diversions of the Central Utah

Water Compary range fron approxirnate\y 8r5oo acre feet to 50rOO0 acre feet.
A feature of the totally dlverted Sevier Rlver should be mentloned. The

first appropriations were for the low-lands ne:<t to the ri-ver. lhe developorent
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of the hlgher and general\y better lands was nore dlffleult end eane leter.

central utah water cornparryr Ls the nost pronlnent ercarnple of a very exPensLve

developnent for sone of the nost productlve land ln the sevler RLver system

nlth the drlest and nost fluctuating rlght on the rlver.

It has been genera[y supposed that beeeuse of a lour dellvery/dlverslon

ratlo, par{lcularly headgate delLverlr through approxtnately 40 niles of canal

to the South end, that no rrater could be doveloped that would be eeononlcally

feaslble that couLd be dellvered to the South end of the qrsten. In !966 e

loss study nas nade fron !'Iay t to June 8. Thls conslsted of a pated sactlon

recorded at the inlet where rrater ls dlvided to go to the south end, and

ratsd sectlons guaged at three htghway brldges. The guaged sectLons e:rtended

to the De}ta-Holden Brtdge and were read dally. Thls study lndleated the

varietlon of areas of seepage loss, adrnLnlstratl've losses, and probleors of

systen nalntenence. A prellnanary check thls year sho]ts slgnLfl'cant lnprove-

nent. It suggests the posslblllty that even wlth hlgher losses thoy are in

tbe reglne rdrere with the ebove evarsge productivlty of thls land the benefits

per acre foot at the dlversLon m5.ght be comparable wlth other good farnlng

ereas.

Ttre opportunity to evaluate the system et a tlme when the canal ls ln

use durlng nost of the season has oeeurred on\r oeeasLonally and not since

tg5). It Is therefore proposed that a study be made thls year. The faellitles

rrould conslst of mter stage reeorders lnstalled at the follodng polnts;

1. IandLs Polnt, whleh Is ttre tnlet for dellverles for the south end'

z. Bk clty-Ivnndyl Bridge. ). Gk clty-Delta Brldge. ll. Drovers

Iane near McCornick. Thls ltou1d glve a stretch of appronirnately 30 nlles of

cenal nlth only very llnlted dlverslon - 2 ot )'
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The sections would be r.ated and nalntalned for this season only with

the follorling objectlves in nlnd.

1. Segregate seepage losses from admi-nistratlve losses.

2. Determine extent of seepage loss in eaeh segrnent with the
posslbility that a limited sectlon could be l-dentified that
lining would give mxinum beneflts to inprove the system record
as a whole. ff projects could be identifled as withtn the
abllIty of the compaqf to construct that would lmprove the
eeonomlc feaslbillty of diverting new uater, the conpar5r could
develop an overall plan and fit the llmited projects into it.

3. Identif! optinum rates of flow in the canal that would allow
the conrpany to make some nanagement 5-nprovements.

4. To see lf seepage losses decrease rrlth increesed time mter
is tn the canal.

5. Indicate the condition of the measuring system at the farmerls
headgate with the idea of inrprovlng tho record of diversions.

6. To give an ldea as to whether or not the seepage rrlossesrr
should be given f\rrbher study to determlne what erdent they are
tru\y lost.

CqST ESTIHATE

Assuming three A-]J recorders could be borrowed...or.o..........
Culvert sections to house recorders 'A $L25
Installation of reeorders
l4ileage and ttune for five rating trips @ S 50
Mileage and tirno to eheek recorders @ $25
TLmo to work strips and compile records

ft is suggested that the Central Utah Water Conpaqy
of tlte projoct.


